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(ix) Legal structure. Provide a descrip-
tion of the legal relationship between
the grantee(s) and the proposed Center.
If the Center is to be an independent
corporate entity, provide copies of the
corporate charter, bylaws and other
relevant organizational documents. De-
scribe how funds for the Center will be
handled and include copies of the
agreements documenting the legal re-
lationships between the Center and re-
lated parties. If the Center is not to be
an independent legal entity, provide
copies of the corporate governance doc-
uments that describe how members of
the Board of Directors for the Center
are to be determined.

(x) Evaluation Criteria. Each of the
evaluation criteria referenced in the
RFP must be specifically and individ-
ually addressed in narrative form. Sup-
porting documentation, as applicable,
should be included in this section, or a
cross reference to other sections in the
application should be provided, as ap-
plicable.

(xi) Verification of Adequate Re-
sources. Present a budget to support
the work plan showing sources and
uses of funds during the start up period
prior to the start of operations and for
the first year of full operations.
Present a copy of a bank statement ev-
idencing sources of funds equal to
amounts required in excess of the grant
requested, or, in the alternative, a copy
of confirmed funding commitments
from credible sources such that USDA
is satisfied that the Center has ade-
quate resources to complete a full year
of operation. Include information suffi-
cient to facilitate verification by
USDA of all representations.

(xii) Certification of Adequate Re-
sources Applicants must certify that
non-Federal funds identified in the
budget pursuant to paragraph (c)(5)(xi)
of this section will be available and
funded commensurately with grant
funds.

§4284.1011 Evaluation screening.

The Agency will conduct an initial
screening of all proposals to determine
whether the applicant is eligible and
whether the application is complete
and sufficiently responsive to the re-
quirements set forth in the applicable
RFP so as to allow for an informed re-

§4284.1013

view. Incomplete or non-responsive ap-
plications will not be evaluated fur-
ther, and may be returned to the appli-
cant. Applicants may revise their ap-
plications and re-submit them prior to
the published deadline if there is suffi-
cient time to do so.

§4284.1012 Evaluation process.

(a) Applications will be evaluated by
qualified reviewers appointed by the
Agency.

(b) After all proposals have been eval-
uated using the evaluation criteria and
scored in accordance with the point al-
location specified in the applicable
RFP, Agency officials will present to
the Administrator of RBS a list of all
applications in rank order, together
with funding level recommendations.

(c) The Administrator reserves the
right to award additional points, as
specified in the applicable RFP, to ac-
complish agency objectives (e.g., to en-
sure geographic distribution, put em-
phasis on a specific commodity, or to
accomplish presidential initiatives.)
The maximum number of points that
can be added to an application under
this paragraph cannot exceed ten per-
cent of the total points the application
originally scored.

(d) After giving effect to the Admin-
istrator’s point awards, applications
will be funded in rank order until all
available funds have been obligated.

§4284.1013 Evaluation
weights.

Unless supplemented in a RFP, the
criteria listed in this section will be
used to evaluate grants under this sub-
part. The distribution of points to be
awarded per criterion will be identified
in the applicable RFP.

(a) Ability to Deliver. The application
will be evaluated as to whether it evi-
dences unique abilities to deliver Pro-
ducer Services so as to create sustain-
able Value-Added ventures. Abilities
that are transferable to a wide range of
agricultural Value-Added commodities
are preferred over highly specialized
skills. Strong skills must be accom-
panied by a credible and thoughtful
plan.

(b) Successful Track Record. The appli-
cant’s track record in achieving Value-
Added successes.

criteria and
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(c) Work Plan/Budget. The work plan
will be reviewed for detailed actions
and an accompanying timetable for im-
plementing the proposal. Clear, logical,
realistic and efficient plans will result
in a higher score. Budgets will be re-
viewed for completeness and the
strength of non-Federal funding com-
mitments.

(d) Qualifications of personnel. Pro-
posals will be reviewed for whether the
key personnel who are to be respon-
sible for performing the proposed tasks
have the necessary qualifications and
whether they have a track record of
performing activities similar to those
being proposed. If a consultant or oth-
ers are to be hired, points may be
awarded for consultants only if the
proposal includes evidence of their
availability and commitment as well.
Proposals using in-house employees
with strong track records in innovative
activities will receive higher points
relative to proposals that out-source
expertise.

(e) Local support. Proposed Centers
must show local support and coordina-
tion with other developmental organi-
zations in the proposed service area
and with state and local institutions.
Support documentation should include
recognition of rural values that bal-
ance employment opportunities with
environmental stewardship and other
rural amenities. Proposed Centers that
show strong support from potential
beneficiaries and coordination with
other developmental organizations will
receive more points than those not evi-
dencing such support.

(f) Future support. Applicants that
can demonstrate their vision for fund-
ing center operations for future years,
including diversification of funding
sources and building in-house technical
assistance capacity, will receive more
points for this criterion.

§4284.1014 Grant closing.

(a) Letter of Conditions. The Agency
will notify an approved applicant in
writing, setting out the conditions
under which the grant will be made.

(b) Applicant’s intent to meet condi-
tions. Upon reviewing the conditions
and requirements in the letter of condi-
tions, the applicant must complete,
sign and return the Agency’s ‘‘Letter of

7 CFR Ch. XLII (1-1-06 Edition)

Intent to Meet Conditions,” or, if cer-
tain conditions cannot be met, the ap-
plicant may propose alternate condi-
tions to the Agency. The Agency must
concur with any changes proposed to
the letter of conditions by the appli-
cant before the application will be fur-
ther processed.

(¢c) Grant agreement. The Agency and
the grantee must enter into an ‘‘Agri-

culture Innovation Center Grant
Agreement’ prior to the advance of
funds.

§§4284.1015-4284.1099 [Reserved]

§4284.1100 OMB control number.

The reporting and recordkeeping re-
quirements contained in this regula-
tion have been approved by the Office
of Management and Budget and have
been assigned OMB control number
0570-0045.

PART 4285—COOPERATIVE
AGREEMENTS

Subpart A—Federal-State Research on
Cooperatives Program

Sec.

4285.1 Objective.

4285.2 Cooperative agreement purposes.

4285.3 Definitions.

4285.4-4285.23 [Reserved]

4285.24 Eligibility.

4285.25 Authorized use of cooperative agree-
ment funds.

4285.26-4285.45 [Reserved]

4285.46 Prohibited use of cooperative agree-
ment funds.

4285.47 Limitations.

4285.48-4285.57 [Reserved]

4285.58 How to apply for cooperative agree-
ment funds.

4285.59-4285.68 [Reserved]

4285.69 Evaluation and disposition of appli-
cations.

4285.70 Evaluation criteria.

4285.71-4285.80 [Reserved]

4285.81 Cooperative agreement awards.

4285.82 TUse of funds; changes.

4285.83-4285.92 [Reserved]

4285.93 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

4285.94 Other conditions.

4285.95-4285.99 [Reserved]

4285.100 OMB control number.

AUTHORITY: 7 U.S.C. 1623; Public Law 103—
111, 107 Stat. 1046; 7 U.S.C. 2201; USDA Sec-
retary’s Memorandum 1020-39, dated Sep-
tember 30, 1993; and Public Law 103-211, 108
Stat. 3.
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